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S~bjed:~ ofDroitumg T~mi MOIIiIoring Pltm:~ 9,~D1iw DIsposal Site, Naval
Air StatiOn Brunswick.~ck.Maine, June 1994. . '

Dear, Ms. Lofchie: '

As requested by the Brimswick~.Citizen~ for a'Safe BnvitonmeAt (BACSB)~ Robert o.
Gerber. Inc. (Gerber). bas reviewed the DTOft Long 1knn Moriilorlng Pl/ln.· SIte.9, NeptIme Drlw

, Disposal Sile for Naval 'Ait station Brwlswick., ;Bn1nswWk. Maine. dated June 1994. The
document was prepar~ by ABB Eovironmcolal semcea. Inc.. (ABB-BS) for the u. S.
Department of the Navy for the Naval Air station Brunswick (HAS' Brunswick) located In
Bronswick. Mai.oD. In the subject document. the NavY propo~ sampling and .reporting activities
in support of their psoposed interim remedial aaion to addre&s groundwater con1amiaatioJl at the
JIleptune, Drive'Disposal~

Site 9. also'known as the Neptune Dri~Disposal SitC, islocated in the ~tra1portion ofNAS
Bninswick. The site initWly included three alcaa of potential contaminalion: the l~on of a
former incinerator and an associated ash 4iJposal area; an area reportedly wed for bumlng and
disposal of solvents;' and two streams exhibiting ~-oo-itaining~ of1ealchate. Itesu1tI
of earlier environmental investigations were repuriec1 jn tbc August 1990 Drqft Fintd RDnedial
Invest/Ration (Rl) aJ:ld the Apri11991 iJrqft ,l-inat Suppleme1atiJI R1 reports.P~ by B. C.
Jordan. The September 1993 DTqft Tedankal NtmDrtmilumfor $iIe 9 presented ,a summary of
investigatiQns and analysis COD:dueted 1hrough'l993, an4 'recommendations for future activities at
tho site. ' Several of the iasues'we raised. in our "V'jew of the September 1993 and earlier versions
of the Technical ·Memorandum have bccD broache!d at subsequent~ of the Technical
'Review Committee, and remain PUt.tanding..

We recenUy'reviewed the May ,1994 Dr4tt Proposed Planfor Stle 9 dial ":~ted the Navy's
preferred alr.em.ative for an interim rcniedial .etlon for groUndWlllr% at Site 9. The proposed ,
interim action Includes lJOund~, ~ic,don by natUral attenuation. implementation of
institutional controls co'pr.event human ~poswc.·"and 1oJlg-term monitoring of grouriclwater,
surface water, and aCdiments co evalua&6 cha:ngd in~ta1 ~ty. We ~tee:I our
comments on the draft proposed plan in our let1N to you dated June IS, 1994. '
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The subject document addresses'1hcen~tal monitorlngportion. of.the JH01KlSOO remedial
aItunatj.ve. The puIPOso of the long·tetan lIl00itoring plan. as stated on page 1-3. is to
"characterl7.e the groundWatQ and suiface WaUu- 'qUalitY on-site and~t of Site 9 and
.dentify contamination, if any. associated with past GlsPosal activities at the sIte-, u well as
"better establish the Preseil~absence and wnce.ntmtiOll$· of contaminants which have. been
,spOradicaIly Obsetved during past sampling evenu". Our commems on the proposed monitoring
plan are as follows: .,

1. Page 1·1. Ii is not clear where the former base J,andfill.~·in Sectioa 1.0 as bC2ng.
located ,~orth of Neptulie Drive~ is loca:fed~ Pigure 1-2 on ,page 1-6 showi the appmximaac
locations of both 'th~ old incinetatot and the ash disposal area '(also described 'on page 1·1 as
located north of Neptune'Drive), b~t does not show the location ofa former base 1andIi1.l

1. Page 1-4. 'There are four, not three, conceptS enumerated in the.first paragraph. The
additional investic~tions described'in the third ooucept should also~ groundwater and
possibly surface water qua,litY in potential SOUI\;e areas.

. . .

3. Page 1-4. The second sentence.in'the scoond paragraph should tet1ecl that the decision to
terminate the monitoring program and pioc:ecd wa fina) ROD (Record ofDec.Won) will be'based
on the fiv~year review of the program and the lesWts of the additional. investigadons the Navy
i$ltellds to conduct to identify ,potential source&~ Site 9•. The fourth se4terIcC should be revised
'to indicate the fivo-year prOgram lNJIor the Jc.M1S of the additional investiptions the Navy
intends to conduct at Site 9 maydrive additional actions at the site. .

4. Page 3-1. The Long Tenn' Monitori~Pw. for Site 9 should be a •freestanding" document
in that it should include ~or components, liuch as th~ Qwility Assurance. Ptojoct Plan and the
Health and Safety Plan, as appendices rather thiW~ an ~lierdocument that applies to a
completely different location.

, .

5. Page l-1. The description of monitoring locations in section 3.1 should reference the total
numbec of monitoring wells at Site 9 and io,dudc ~ justification for excluding ,wells. In addition,
the description of several of the Wd1J relected ior monitoring as •Within• the site boundaries. or
upgradient and downgmdient of the 'si~ impliea lhat the bound&ri~ of Site'9 are well-defined and
include ail known sources. There is not suff1ciCilt data at this time to determine the 'areal exteftt
of the site. The additional inveStigations the Navy intends.~ conduct should help define any
potential soun-a as well as any enV,ironmeolalquality iSsues reIaced to current or' historical source .
areas. '

6. Page 3-4~ Where and when win the speci~,sampling methods arid pmcedurea be prc.geDted·

for review and approval by the appr~ enti~ea; The issue of low-flow WJ\p1ins has been
, .
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discussed at several TRC (TeChniCal Review Committee) 'meetings. What ·me8SW'eS.will be
employed. to minimize me volatilization of. CoriblllliDanta, vinyl chloride in particular, during
sample collection.. : . .. '.

. . . .

7. Page 3-4. Will the quarterly samp1ingseh~ule, 'coincide witJ1 typical aeasooal high and low
gfQundwater conditions. What is the anticipated date ,that 'samp1ing would begin. .. " .

8•. Page 3-4. Th~ quarterly 'Samplingptoooo~e:s ;should include~D of water level
measurements from all existing ~nitoring W~I It Site~. The data'lina1ysis and review
performed every nvo years 'should mcludc eVa1uanoo of the water level rneaauremcnts colleded.

. , '. .

, 9. Page 3-6. Thc'meariing 'of the n~-to-bst 5elltence on the page'is unclear.
, ' ,

'10. Page 3-7 & 3-8. Section 3.5 Should be reviSed to retl~ that the monitoring program
duration and modification may be aff~ by the r~U1t& of the additional source investigations
the Navy intendS to cOnduct at Site. 9. , .. .

, ,

, , .

11. A glossary ofabbreviations and ~onyrits simllar,tD those inclu4ed at the end of other NAS
Brunswick documentsp~ by ABB-ES would be'helpful.. . ,

. ,

12. General Comment. There are a number of~ We~ in our comme.u letter dated June
15.-1994, e:onceminB the May 1994 DTqft Ptopok.J Pkln/Or SjIe 9 that remain unansweR'ld at this
time, such as how contaminants detected in $U'Canl sediments would be h$ncUed. Becau&C of the
extensive c:omm~ts received from the various re~wen; the 'proposed plan is currently being
revise(!'.and will be submitted ,to ttc participanu fc;n' review~ comment DepeoCfing on me
nature and ex~t of the revisions. we may hav.- additional comments conoetriing .the activities
proposed for Site 9,' includin8loog term monitocing.

Please do not hesitate to give us a &;all·if you 'have any questions ~n the commentS above.

Sincerely,
Robert G. Gerber, lnc.

~~ a;4t
Carolyn f. ~eJ ,C.G.
Director of Operations,
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